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... , , December 28, 1971 ' 

To: Files, HW ( only) HW F/FS Of/LY 


Harold: enclosed (attached) is a letter (12/1^/71) from the CIA., 
in response to my request for a F of I aaKssdxxxgraE review. Xou already 
have all the previous correspondence in this series. 

I don't quite know what to make of this. My first reaction was to send 
at least the last a paragraph to Sylvia, since Selin's article is rather 
s:rmilar to his reply to her Texas Observer article. Howecer, I haven't done 
tliis. I think that the potential for purely sensationalist and irrelevant 
e:eploitation of this is rather great - that is, of the fact fes that the CIA. 
sent out a copy of Selin's article, unsolicited. 

Therefore, I haven’t sent this to anyone except youj I would like your 

opinions. Please don't mention it to anyone, not even in veiled references. 

If things get around in distorted form, the crazies will be sure ka; that I am 
a CIA. agent. 

This kind of rapid and relatively responsive reply is something one could 
hope for from, say, HEW - but the CIA? It may reflect some special interest 
on their part in the topic xp ewx Tv x w w bsa possible) or in me (unlikely - or 
are they recruiting analysts?). It may just be part of the CIA's "new image." 
hi this connection, please refer to the article by Barnet (I think) on the .CIA 
in one of the most recent Hew York Reviews . (My copy is out now, so I don't 
have the exact reference.) He argues that the recent Newsweek "cover story" 
aluout the CIA's emphasis on "clean" intelligence gathering is just that - a 
cover story, and that their covert work has gone deeper underground as a result 
of all the exposures in the past few years. 

So, I wonder if they are being "reasonable" like this to everyone who 
writes, or just to me? cc^TH&Uy 

I intend to reply non-^^ifBgsS^t I will let the factual matters drop, since 
I have now exhausted ray administrative remedies. I am willing to believe that 
they would like to sfewsdr declassify as mss: much as possible. Also, they may 
really believe that the stuff they have would support (translate: not contradict ) 
the fc/C's conclusions; that may even be basically true (of the CIA. stuff; not, 
say, the FBI files. ) 

I believe them on the unidentified man photo. The hjec one question I would 
now ask, if I were on the vhrren Commission, is : did you get any photos of 
Oswald at the Embassy - if not, why not? 

I cannot believe that the analyst (s) who k&s are following the critics' 
work see Belin's article as anything but a smokescreen. Maybe L. K. >Mte doesn t 
know any better. But did he not consider the consequences of sending me the 
clipping (aii original copy, stapled to a piece of xxzxh plain paper)? Did he 
assume that I would distribute this seeming CIA. endorsement of Belin? Am I not 
supposed to, since it is a private letter (i.e. , any le|al restrictions on, say, 
my trying to write an article about it - which I wouldn t do, of course?) Has 
he trying to embarass Eelin? If I assume that this is, after all, the super-devious 
CIA, I can come up with lots of odd possibilities. So, maybe they are just being 
reasonable. Opinions? t 

I mil, of course, thank them for sending me the clipping. I hadn t 
seen the article. Eelin is really far out. 1 wonder if he really knows better? 

/LJ? 
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